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336 Conn. ORDERS 909

KATHLEEN BUDRAWICH v. EDWARD
BUDRAWICH, JR.

The plaintiff’s petition for certification to appeal from
the Appellate Court, 200 Conn. App. 229 (AC 41125), is
denied.

Kathleen Budrawich, self-represented, in support of
the petition.

Decided January 26, 2021

SUSANNE P. WAHBA v. JPMORGAN
CHASE BANK, N.A.

The plaintiff’s petition for certification to appeal from
the Appellate Court, 200 Conn. App. 852 (AC 42389), is
denied.

MULLINS, J., did not participate in the consideration
of or decision on this petition.

Thomas P. Willcutts, in support of the petition.
Brian D. Rich, in opposition.

Decided January 26, 2021
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910 ORDERS 336 Conn.

SHERI SPEER v. DONNA SKAATS ET AL.

The plaintiff’s petition for certification to appeal from
the Appellate Court, 200 Conn. App. 903 (AC 43096), is
denied.

Sheri Speer, self-represented, in support of the peti-
tion.

Decided January 26, 2021

STATE OF CONNECTICUT ». BRIAN MANSFIELD

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 201 Conn. App. 748 (AC 41587),
is denied.

Timothy H. Everett, assigned counsel, in support of
the petition.

Jonathan M. Sousa, deputy assistant state’s attorney,
in opposition.

Decided January 26, 2021

STEPHEN M. TUNICK ET AL. v. BARBARA
TUNICK ET AL.

The named plaintiff’s petition for certification to
appeal from the Appellate Court, 201 Conn. App. 512
(AC 42031), is denied.

KELLER, J., did not participate in the consideration
of or decision on this petition.

William W. Taylor, in support of the petition.
Robert C.E. Laney, in opposition.

Decided January 26, 2021
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336 Conn. ORDERS 911

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. MUHAMMAD
A. QAYYUM

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 201 Conn. App. 864 (AC 42456),
is granted, limited to the following issues:

“1. Did the Appellate Court correctly conclude that
the trial court had properly admitted evidence of the
defendant’s lack of income?

“2. Did the Appellate Court correctly conclude that
the trial court had not abused its discretion in permitting
expert testimony regarding the defendant’s intent to
sell narcotics?”

Robert L. O’Brien, assigned counsel, in support of
the petition.

Linda F. Currie-Zeffiro, senior assistant state’s attor-
ney, in opposition.

Decided January 26, 2021

IN RE JA’'MAIRE M.

The petition of the respondent father for certification
to appeal from the Appellate Court, 201 Conn. App. 498
(AC 43710), is denied.

Albert J. Oneto 1V, assigned counsel, in support of
the petition.

Seon Bagot, assistant attorney general, in opposition.

Decided January 26, 2021
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912 ORDERS 336 Conn.

ERIC T. KELSEY »v. COMMISSIONER
OF CORRECTION

The petitioner Eric T. Kelsey’s petition for certifica-
tion to appeal from the Appellate Court, 202 Conn. App.
21 (AC42932), is granted, limited to the following issues:

“1. Did the Appellate Court correctly determine that
‘abuse of discretion’ is the appropriate standard of review
for dismissals of habeas petitions pursuant to General
Statutes § 52-4707

“2. Did the Appellate Court correctly determine that
the petitioner had failed to establish good cause neces-
sary to overcome the rebuttable presumption of unrea-
sonable delay as set forth in § 52-470?”

Naomi T. Fetterman, assigned counsel, in support
of the petition.

Laurie N. Feldman, special deputy assistant state’s
attorney, in opposition.

Decided January 26, 2021



